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NATIONAL COUNCIL CALLS 
FOR SUBORDINATE CITIZENSHIP 


The National Council of Churches of Christ in the U.S.A., having long ago tossed out the window 
the fundamentals of the Christian faith and the spiritual ministry of the church, has replaced this vacuum 
with concerted political action. This respectably frocked body, under the protection of the church and 
claiming to speak for some 40 million protestants, has made proposals and passed resolutions which, more 
often than not, parrot the Communist party line and which are in direct divergence to the thinking of 
mature conservative American Christendom as a whole. 


THE COMMUNIST LINE 

Just three months after the Communist conspiracy took over China in 1949, a well known Na- 
tional Council leader — Dr. John A. Mackay — called for the recognition of Red China and pushed for 
it’s admission to the United Nations. The occasional plugs by other National Council leaders have in- 
creased both in number and volume in recent years, reaching a climax at the Fifth World Order Study 
Conference in Cleveland in 1958. Thre, this insensate body officially passed a resolution calling for 
Red China’s recognition and admittance to the U.N. By adopting the resolution, the National Council 
said in effect: 1) that Christianity and Communism are compatible; 2) that the Red Chinese government is 
endorsed by the Chinese people; and 3) that American Christians favor recognition of Communist China. 
All of these ideas are crassly false both in concept and reality. 


The latest subtle brainwash through the use of deceptive doubletalk, has come from the National 
Council’s recent meeting in San Francisco. In order to prepare further an unwary public for actions 
by the United Nations contrary to the will and best interests of the U.S., a general release from the 
triennial assembly of the N.C.C. on Dec. 6, 1960 said: 

“The United States may soon have to subordinate its will to that of the United Nations. Citizens 
must be prepared to take it.” 

MAJOR OBJECTIONS VOICED 

While the major constituents of the Nation’s press would find this statement completely in ac- 


cord with their own editorials, we are relieved to find some papers which can still detect unconstitutional 
proposals and have enough courage to put principle on the editorial page. Two such editorials are 





printed here in their entirety because they attack the 
proposal from interestingly different viewpoints. 


The first is from the Oakland, Calif., Tribune, (of 
which former Senator William Knowland is editor) 
Dec. 8, 1960: 


“The delegates to the general assembly of the National 
Council of Churches in San Francisco have a proper right 
to be concerned when they are presented with proposals 
such as a merger of creeds, but when they turn their weight 
toward dictating foreign policies of the United States Gov- 
ernment, they lay themselves open to criticism. 


“The resolution adopted during the closing sessions 
which declares that the United States may soon have to 
subordinate its will to that of the United Nations, seems 
scarcely in keeping with an assembly whose ecumenical 
interest revolves around the pulpit. 


“It is true, as the resolution stated, that as the United 
Nations is now constituted and in view of new member- 
ships to come, that this country faces the new experience 
of being outvoted. It is true too, that the people of the 
United States should prepare themselves for such an even- 
tuality. 


“Up to that point the resolution has an essence of real- 
ism. But when it reaches the conclusion that this country 
must accept whatever might entail from that new experi- 
ence, it steps out of bounds. It surely is not the will of the 
people of the United States that they waive their soverign 
rights at the whim or will of a majority of the United 
Nations. The American people are not about to surrender 
our constitutional system or our Bill of Rights guarantees 
to a world government wherein international Communism 
has substantial power. 


“The drafting and approval of this resolution brings 
wonder if perhaps the same influences are not at work in 
San Francisco that led to the adoption of a resolution by 
the World Study Conference in (Cleveland) a little more 
than a year ago calling for U.S. recognition of Red China 
and admitting Peiping into the United Nations. 


“The (Cleveland) conference was sponsored by the 
National Council of Churches and some of its higher au- 
thorities were participants. Yet to this day the National 
Council of Churches has not repudiated the World Study 
Conference resolution, either through its board of directors 
or in assembly. 

“That is why it is easy to believe the same influences 
that were responsible for the (Cleveland) resolution were 
behind the San Francisco resolution.” 


In the strongly worded editorial printed below the 
Tulsa World, Dec. 18, 1960, voiced its strenuous ob- 
jection to the National Council action: 


“The National Council of Churches is the nation’s 
largest Christian organization. Its membership is made up 


at this very moment to commune with his preacher and 
the leadership of his church — not to seek guidance but tq 
offer guidance! 


“Why do we feel so strongly on this? 


“Well, first we'll quote from an Associated Press repo 
on the Council meeting: , 


“The United States may soon have to subordinate it 
will to that of the United Nations. Citizens must be pre 
pared to take it.’ 


“Now, let's quote from a resolution on the subject a 
U.S. subordination which was adopted by the Counc 
membership: 


“'We believe citizens should prepare themselves for suci 

eventuality. It would not then be an undue shock to publig 
opinion, since people would have a more mature view 
better able to interpret democracy at work on a wor 

scale, with the benefit as well as the risk that the extensio 

of the democracy always entails.’ 


“There it is, in a nutshell—the United States in th 
process of being sold down the river by some of its highesf 
most respected churchmen. 


“We can scarcely believe it. We cannot understand b 
what process some of the finest brains in all of Christiani 
have become so confused, so soft, that they would subvert 
this nation to the will of the polyglot that makes up the 
United Nations. We are asked to surrender ourselves, o 
freedoms, our dreams, to the will of non-believers, to ig 
noramuses barely emerging from the Dark Ages, and te 
despots who speak loudly before the assemblage of nations 
we call the U.N. 


“Surely the religious leaders of this nation cannot be 
lieve that to submit to United Nations omnipotence is th 
‘mature’ thing to do, or that the majority of the UN repre 
sents ‘democracy’ at work. 


“Are 200 years of faith and work and hope to be sacri 
ficed before the altar of nations who have been unable td 
duplicate the masterworks that are the possession of the 
people of the United States? What have we been fighting 
for? The things we have achieved through our work and 
prayers — are they no longer considered important enough 
to preserve? Is it no longer fashionable to be free and 
American? Is it no longer Christian to hold fast to t 
sovereignty of one home, one nation, one God? 


“To the National Council of Churches, we direct a sin 
cere question: 


“Is the ‘Brotherhood of Man, in ‘One World, withit 
the capacity of human beings to achieve? 


“Let us, for God’s sake, be realists!” 


_ Rev. Eugene Carson Blake, a former executive o 


the National Council of Churches who proposed thé 
merger of four major Protestant churches, is quoted if 
“The Council met last week in San Francisco, and we an article in the New York Times of Dec. 5, 1960. T 


are impelled to the conclusion that a more weak-kneed, ill- article reads in part: 

advised and faithless conclave it would be impossible to “Protestants must be concerned with their society, 

imagine. says, and they must take sides and speak out on the mora 
“As a result of the actions taken by the Council we and social questions of the day. Over the years, Dr. Blake 

believe every American church member who hasn't the along with other Protestant leaders, has taken some ve 

time or the inclination to read his daily newspaper, or as- definite stands. 

similate the meaning of things going on around him ought (See “COUNCIL” Page 8) 


of the representatives from 33 Protestant and Orthodox 
denominations. 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical 
areas of the world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts 
that have not been made fully public. Editor: Major General C. A. Willoughby, 


U.S.A. Ret. MacArthur’s Chief of Intelligence 1939-1951. 


DE GAULLE, KHRUSHCHEV AND ALGERIA 





EDITOR’S NOTE: It is the editorial policy of the ‘‘Crusader’’ to 
give equal space to controversial subjects. For the average Ameri- 
can, the enigma of Europe and Africa, with a complex of inter- 
racial conflicts, is a source of political confusion. Unfortunately, 
there are organization and pressure groups within the United States 
which habitually manipulate news and facts. We have seen them 
at work in promoting Castro, in the enmity against Franco and Tru- 
jillo and their benevolent tolerance of Communism. We now present 
a study by Saint-Paulien, a Frenchman, qualified by every stan- 
dard of national expertise and the reputation of a successful writer. 


His views are not necessarily wholly shared by the ‘’Crusader.’’ 
At the time of printing, however, certain ominous developments 
are already discernible. The principal personages in the Algerian 
embroglio, opposing de Gaulle’s policy of reconciliation, have quiet- 
ly slipped into Spain . . . General Salan, Messrs. Ortiz and LeGail- 
lard, etc. and while Madrid is a hotbed of Latin gossip, there are 
rumors of the formation of a ‘’French-Algerian Government in 
Exile’’ — a sort of psychological foil for Abbad Ferhad’s self-ap- 
pointed ‘’Liberation Government.’ Carried to extremes—this kind 
of alignment spells ‘civil war’’ and the possible fall of de Gaulle. 





1. A Tale of Two Cities 


The future of the Western world may be tied to 
that of two cities: Berlin and Algiers. 

Fifteen years after the end of World War II, the 
Allies have not yet signed a peace treaty with Germany. 
The country remains cut in two, with Eastern Germany 
under firm Soviet rule. The fact that the American 
Treasurer Mr. Anderson met with no success when he 
proposed a bilateral financial cooperation to Chancel- 
lor Adenauer is not surprising, at a time when the At- 
lantic Pact is being fundamentally attacked by General 
de Gaulle. 


Where defense is concerned, General de Gaulle’s 
“nationalistic” ideas admit no compromise. He insists 
that France must have an autonomous “nuclear strik- 
ing force” (the “force de frappe”) quite outside, in 
fact, of the Atlantic organization. But the financial 
sacrifices which the French would be asked to make 
in order to create this “nuclear striking force” do not 
appear to be compatible with a long drawn-out war in 
Algeria. The economic balance restored with difficulty 
by President Pinay — who, it should be remembered, 
has handed his resignation to General de Gaulle — 
could not stand such a strain. This opinion is shared 
by an old follower of de Gaulle’s: Paul Reynaud. 

The truth is that the President of the Fifth Repub- 
lic has allowed himself to be trapped by the wily Mr. 
Khrushchev. 

De Gaulle chose to place faith in a few honeyed 
phrases by which Khrushchev had recognized, last 
spring, the existence of “historical ties” between France 
and Alegria. He invited the head of the Soviet gov- 
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ernment to France. Thus were we given the oppor- 
tunity to see some truly unbelievable sights: the leader 
of world Communism entering the Cathedral of Reims 
(where the kings of France used to be crowned) after 
the Holy Sacrament had been removed; the chief of 
the Communist party addressing crowds of French peas- 
ants, workmen, businessmen in one city after another, 
while the local party chiefs, like Thorez and Duclos 
(the latter a confirmed Soviet spy) meekly attended. 
From public meeting to official reception, it was, on 
the whole, a mammoth show of political propaganda. 
As had happened elsewhere, Mr. K. was also invited 
to make a long political speech on state television, and 
to answer benevolent questions asked by discreet French 
governmental functionaries. Nearly two million people 
saw and heard Mr. K. explaining that Communism was 
“the only political system that could give prosperity 
and freedom to every country.” 


In gratitude for these palpable lies, Mr. K. — and 
family — were loaded with presents. The French De- 
partment of Foreign Affairs, alone, spent one hundred 
and fifty-seven millions of francs on the trip, naturally 
paid by the French tax-payer. To which should be 
added a bill running into several dozens of millions 
for the protection of Mr. K’s vulnerable person, and 
another for the deportation to Corsica, for three weeks, 
of all the refugees from behind the Iron Curtain who 
happened to be living in, or travelling through France 
at the time. 

However, the bill to be paid today is much higher, 
and will be higher still tomorrow. General de Gaulle, 
lost in the maze of his personal dreams, thought in- 
geniously that Mr. K. would allow him a free hand in 
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Algeria and that, consequently, he would be able to 
bring the war to an end very soon. 


Yet, Khrushchev’s plan on coming to France could 
hardly have been clearer. His public speeches were 
exactly in that vein which had given Deroulede, leader 
of the “Patriots League,” his popularity towards the end 
of last century. They all demonstrated that “the Ger- 
mans were a lot of barbarians.” Mr. K’s objective, in 
the words of the “Journal de Geneve,” was evidently 
“to sever the Paris-Bonn axis” and thus break NATO 
asunder. 


The complete integration of national armies with- 
in an international military organization cannot and 
should not be accepted without critical analysis. But, 
before destroying something that exists, it should stand 
to reason that one must have something else to put 
in its place, in this case another system of defense 
againt Communism. 


The confusion now reigning in the Western camp, 
the conflicts among the Atlantic partners, are proof 
that the Communists have once more attained their 
goal: they have divided the Western World and ag- 
gravated the incoherence of its policies. 


The past and its lessons are neglected. To have 
thought for one second that Mr. K. could be a faithful 
and worthy ally to France and General de Gaulle, ar- 
gues a total absence of any political sense. As proof 
of Soviet loyalty, Khrushchev (on October 20th), 
Pravda (on October 27th and November 3rd), Isvestia 
(on October 28th), did not hesitate to heap insults 
on the French government, and personally on General 


de Gaulle. 


I should like to mention also a book by N. I. Go- 
dounov, a member of the Soviet Embassy in Paris. It 
has been officially published in Russia under the title: 
“How the French fought against the Hitler Occupa- 
tion” and translated into several languages, besides 
French. This book maintains at some length that Gen- 
eral de Gaulle and his followers were among “Hitler’s 
accomplices in Europe during the war.” Perhaps Gen- 
eral de Gauile had not heard of this publication when 
he generously offered Mr. K. the opportunity of con- 
ducting a Communist propaganda tour through the 
fair land of France? 

The Algerian tragedy could grow to world-wide 
proportions if the conflict were internationalized. We 
have only to imagine a few International Brigades 
fighting in Algeria against the French Army: the sit- 
uation would be similar to that created by the Spanish 
Civil War in 1936, but on a bigger and more lethal 
scale. 


De Gaulle, however, is currently obsessed by the 
idea of an Algerian Republic. 


If we look for the origins of the present war, it 
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must be admitted that the governments of the Third, 
Fourth and Fifth Republics have erred more than once 
in their policy towards the Moslem populations. To 
their blunders can be traced the creation of the “Alge- 
rian Front for National Freedom” (F.L.N.), the usually 
misleading title of a Communist directed movement. 
The first and most serious mistake was the signing, 
by minister Cremieux, of the by now famous “Cre- 
mieux Decree”: it bestowed French citizenship on Mo- 
roccan Jews living in Algerian ghettos, while Moslems 
who had fought in the ranks of the French Army dur- 
ing World War I, often with remarkable spirit and 
courage, were discriminated against and not considered 
as being French! This arbitrary distinction has rankled. 


After World War II, no further effort was made to 
placate or understand the Moslems and their problems. 
The many short-lived governments, in constant flux 
from power to oblivion in a jiffy, still found time to 
treat them harshly and unjustly. 


Economically and socially, the French have done 
and are doing great things in North Africa. But the 
various governments have nearly offset the admirable 
effort of private initiative by choosing to give their 
unqualified support to the State of Israel against an 
Arab world that is quickly awakening to the realization 
of its strength and common ties. No choice could have 
been worse for a state, like France, with extensive hold- 
ing in Africa. 

De Gaulle has chosen a one-man policy. He listens 
to no one, hypnotized by a dream: to create for history 
the figure of the great man he imagines himself to be. 
Hence, the dictator-like attitudes, the swift reversals, the 
tantrums which puzzle and dismay those who have to 
work with him. But, in seeking for himself a position 
of splendid isolation, de Gaulle also isolates France, at 
a time when all Western nations should be closely 
united against Communism. 


People who know the General well have told us 
that, since he went to Moscow, he has lost all belief 
in the reality of the Communist danger. He hopes to 
reach an agreement with Communist Russia, just as 
Poincare came to terms with Czarist Russia at the be- 
ginning of the Century. On the whole, de Gaulle fol- 
lows the course set by Roosevelt at Yalta. The head 
of the French State has never admitted that he made 
a mistake in 1945 when he chose the head of the 
French Communist party, Maurice Thorez, as vice- 
premier. He has never conceded that he did wrong in 
calling the Communists to power, while tolerating that 
a glorious soldier like Marshall Petain be put to death, 
together with thousands of French people of all classes, 
whose sole crime was that they were active anti-Com- 
munists. In the same connection, another very signi- 
ficant fact must be noted: de Gaulle has met the heads 
of all neighboring states except one — General Franco. 
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Yet, a Western policy in the Mediterranean is not con- 
ceivable without Spain’s effective participation. 


What would be the meaning of an “Algerian Re- 
public?” To begin with, it would spell utter ruin, flight, 
concentration camps and perhaps death, for about 950,- 
000 French people and 200,000 other non-Moslem 
foreigners, and for over one million “collaborationist” 
Moslems. It should be realized that for the Algerian 
French, Algeria is their country, their “fatherland” just 
as Louisiana or Arkansas are the fatherland of United 
States citizens. They were born there, and their fathers 
before them, their grand-fathers and sometimes their 
great grand-fathers, for the first French settlers came 
to Algeria one hundred and thirty years ago. These 
people love the land for which they have toiled and 
fought, which they have made prosperous and, during 
a century, peaceful. On the 13th of May 1958, they 
were the ones who called General de Gaulle back to 
power, they alone, and for the only reason that they 
felt French and wanted to stay French. General de 
Gaulle has now practically decided their evictment and 
the independence of Algeria. 


On the other hand, it cannot be reasoned that the 
West as a whole would benefit by the establishment 
of an Algerian Republic. An “independent” Algeria 
would not, any more than the other “Republics” hastily 
created in Africa, stay in the orbit of the West. To 
believe that it could, is wishful thinking. 


All the new African states are doomed to fall the 
moment world Communism, whether Chinese or Rus- 
sian, decides that the time is ripe for it to take over 
for the simple reason that these states are chronically 
in a political and economic chaos which leaves them no 
possibility of resistance. 


Nor can it be said that the fall is very far away. 
Every state that becomes independent in Africa is a 
pawn in the game which Communism is playing against 
the free world, closing in around its adversary and re- 
ducing inexorably the space in which it can still move. 
For a long time already, Soviet policy has been paving 
the way for the future use of these pawns. Chinese, 
Russian and local Communists have infiltrated the 
ranks of all the “independence movements.” Rus- 
sian aid programs have been proposed and accepted. 
Morocco has received its first shipment of Soviet jet 
fighters and bombers. For all the “independence” Jead- 
ers, Russian support is round the next corner. Let us 
add that, in the United States, the “American Commit- 
tee for Africa,” which supports the Algerian F.L.N. 
and all the independence movements, seems, very log- 
ically, to be a fellow-traveller organization. The in- 
evitable Mrs. Roosevelt is a member, and so are John 
Gunther, Oscar Hammerstein, Will Maslow, etc. 

(See “ALGERIA” Page 6) 
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Manuilska In Canada: 


THE TRADE INSTITUTE 
OF THE AMERICAS 


Dimitri Manuilski, one of the Kremlin’s “brain- 
trusters” taught at the Moscow “School for Political 
Warfare,” a sort of international University for sabo- 
tage, subversion and treason. This is what he said: 


“War to the hilt between Communism and Capital- 
ism is inevitable. Today, of course, we are not strong 
enough. Our time will come in 20 or 30 years. The 
bourgeoisie will have to be put to sleep. So we will 
begin by launching the most spectacular peace move- 
ment on record. There will be electrifying overtones 
and unheard-of concessions. The capitalist coun- 
tries, stupid and decadent, will rejoice to cooperate 
in their own destruction. They will leap at another 
chance to be friends. When their guard is down — 
we will smash them...” 


Manuilski’s time table seems to be on schedule. His 
20-year estimate carried to 1951— and the Kremlin- 
engineered Sino-Korean war, a test of strength which 
we failed to pass. His 30-year estimate will fall due 
in 1961 — now upon us. Was Khrushchev’s visit de- 
signed to lull “the American burgeoisie to sleep?” 
Is the Kremlin-sponsored total disarmament in the 
category of “unheard of concessions and electrifying 
overtones?” There is plenty of evidence that the 
capitalist countries, “stupid and decadent, will cooper- 
ate in their own destruction.” 


We have the nauseating spectacle of scientists 
(Linus Pauling) and capitalists (Cyrus Eaton) grovel- 
ling to obtain Russian favors, naively boasting of inti- 
macy with Khrushchev, the butcher of the Ukraine and 
Hungary. We have another example of poorly dis- 
guised collaboration, this time from Canada, which 
sometimes stresses fraternal cooperation with the Unit- 
ed States and sometimes favors chauvinistic rabble 
rousers who point to the “American capitalist octopus, 
controlling Canadian enterprises.” 


American shareholders in oil, sugar, and telephone 
companies must by now be aware that the “national 
confiscation” of properties in Cuba is a form of thiev- 
ery of unparalleled audacity. No Communist satellite, 
from Berlin to Jakarta, has moved so fast and ruth- 
lessly. Coincidental with this cynical brigandage, Cu- 
ban funds (that should have been frozen instantly by 
the American Government) were quietly transferred to 
Swiss and Canadian accounts— the West cooperating 
with highwaymen. 


On October 15th, a Canadian “business man” (I 
suppose that puts him into an unimpeachable moral 
category?) one Albert A. Shea, identified as “an ad- 
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vertising man, economist and head of the Core Mar- 
keting Research,” formed a peculiar “non profit or- 
ganization labelled The Trade Institute of the Ameri- 
cas.” There is a familiar ring about this nomenclature. 
Earl Browder, Secretary General of the American Com- 
munist Party, was dispatched to China in the early 
Thirties to prepare for a Communist take-over; he also 
founded a front-organization labelled The Pan-Pacific 
Trade Union Secretariat. 


The Canadian operator was less subtle. The Ca- 
nadian Press reported on him quite frankly under a 
typical brainwashing headline: “Canada-Cuba Trade 
urged for Mutual Aid.” Mutual aid for what? The 
theft of American properties? Mutual aid against 
what? Possible retaliation by the long-suffering United 
States, friend and ally of Canada? This is the story: 

Traders in Canada were urged to fill the vital 
needs of the industrial machine Cuba has confiscated 
from United States interests. (In police parlance that 
is called a “fence.” ) 


Cuba is ready to pay Canada in cash for “imme- 
diate necessities’ such as spare parts, trucks, automo- 
biles, and agricultural machinery. 


Such supplies would enable the Fidel Castro re- 
gime to keep in motion the estimated $400 million in 
oil refineries, sugar mills and lands seized from Ameri- 
can investors earlier this year. 


Shea insisted he is “not doing anything contrary 
to Canadian (government) policy.” (The morality 
of associating with Communist bandits does not seem 
to concern this slicker.) Canada needs new business 
to offset depressed conditions, Shea said, and could in- 
crease its present $15 million annual volume of trade 
with Cuba to $50 or $60 million. 


Shea said he is trying to put interested Canadian 
business in contact with the Castro government with- 
out the official backing or support of the Ottawa gov- 
ernment. Where possible, he said, Cuba would prefer 
barter exchange with Canada. 


He pointed out that since Canada makes ma- 
chinery and spare parts to American specifications, 
“There is a wide field for us to quadruple or quintuple 
our trade in a short time.” 


“ALGERIA” (Continued from Page 5) 


The establishment of “popular” republics in Africa 
would automatically place Europe at the mercy of the 
Soviets. The circle drawn around the free world would 
be closed and all the atomic bombs, all the long-range 
missiles, all the “striking forces” it could muster would 
be insufficient to save the old continent. 


Another French soldier has not hesitated to voice 
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this opinion. Marshall Juin has publicly declared that : 
he disagreed with General de Gaulle’s policy: 


“To allow that Algeria may ever cease to be a | 
part of the French Republic,” said France’s only living © 
marshall, “is to imperil Europe, France, and the Free 
World.” (Saint-Paulien, Madrid, Spain. ) 


Journalist, politician, writer and lecturer, Maurice Y. Sicard, 
whose nom-de-plume is Saint-Paulien, has been actively fighting 
against Communism for twenty-five years. In 1940, he fought against 
the German Armies in the French infantry. Wounded at Gien, on the 
Loire. Cite a l’ordre (Decoration for Gallantry in Action). Political 
assistant to Jacques Doriot, who had seceded from the Communist Par- 
ty in 1934 and founded the “French Popular Party” (P.P.F.), an 
anti-communist organization, Saint-Paulien became, in 1941, the 
youngest member of Marshall Petain’s “Central Committee for a Na- 
tional Revolution.” In 1942, was official liaison with Dr. Alexis 
Carrel, Director of the “Institute for Human Problems.” In 1946, 
he was sentenced to “hard labor for life” in absentiae, the Communists 
then being in power in France. He found refuge in Spain. In 1957, | 
Saint-Paulien was restored as a French citizen. 

As a novelist — one of his books, “The Bulls of San Isidro,” was 
published by Farrar, Strauss & Young— New York. As a journalist 
and historian, Saint-Paulien contributes regularly to La Revue des 
Deux Mondes and the weekly Carrefour, both “rightist” publications, 
in France, and to the weekly Semana in Spain. This year, the French 
Academy has awarded him a History Prize for his book “Saint 
Francois Borgia |’Expiateur.” 
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The Communist Bid For Youth 


It was no surprise to those who have kept abreast 
of Communist Party publications when J. Edgar Hoover 
announced on December 22, 1960 that the Communists 
plan to formulate a new national youth organization 
in the U.S. The formation of the youth organization 
and its progressively-minded magazine, New Horizons 
For Youth, must not be construed as the Communists 
first attempt at such youth organization. Communist- 
fostered youth activities have been subtly subverting 
our nation’s youth for years. The best example of their 
concentrated strength among youth was evidenced in 
the feverish rioting of students against the hearings of 
the House Committee on Un-American Activities in 
San Francisco last May. 


GO MARXIST, YOUNG MAN 


Political Affairs journalist Bob Thompson said in 
the Communist publication August 1958, “To be a 
Horace Greely in 1958 one must raise the battle cry, 
‘Go Marxist, young man, go Marxist.’” 


The March 1960 Political Affairs continued the 
cry for the subversion of youth when it said: 


“A Marxist youth organization is essential to the de- 
velopment of a mature American youth movement. Such 
an organization would help to move the present demo- 
cratic youth groupings and movements in the direction 
of, support to and alliance with the labor and Negro 
people’s movements. It would contribute to uniting the 
present generation of youth in the peoples’ fight against 
monopoly capital. It would win tens of thousands of 
young people to the cause of socialism. 


“It would not, however, constitute a Marxist vanguard 
organization. It is the Communist Party which is the 
vanguard of the working class, including the working 
class youth, as well as of the other strata of youth. Its 
vanguard role cannot be delegated to other organizations; 
to do so would be to set up more than one center of 
Communist leadership, more than one Communist Party. 


“Among the conditions for the establishment of a 
Marxist youth organization is the existence of a substan- 
tial body of non-Party socialist oriented youth, partici- 
pating in varying degrees in the activities of existing 
youth organizations and movements, and ready to join 
with party youth in its formation.” 


MEETING THE NEEDS OF YOUTH? 


If there is any question in the minds of the ill-in- 
formed as to the essential purpose of the new youth 
organization, the same Political Affairs article elimin- 
ates all doubt. It says: 

“We look forward to the emergence of a national, 
organizationally independent, socialist organization of 


youth which is dedicated to participation in the everyday 
struggles for the immediate demands and needs of youth; 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER 


which consistently conducts agitation and education for 
socialism amongst youth; and which educates its mem- 
bership in the science of Marxism-Leninism.” 


The WEEKLY CRUSADER Vol. 1, No. 3 exposed 
the cunningly devised plan to enlist college students 
across the nation in helping to influence legislation 
along the Communist Party line. Bankrolled by an 
American industrialist, Cyrus Eaton, the plan is aimed 
at 1300 colleges and universities campuses. In other 
areas, the Communists have made amazing progress in 
reaching the youthful masses. 


WHY THE RED ATTRACTION? 


One indication of this success is the preponderance 
of left-wing and pro-communist speakers appearing be- 
fore college groups. William Howard Hinton was a 
participant on several panels at the University of Colo- 
rado from April 18 to 22, 1955, in spite of the fact 
that he was called several times before the Senate In- 
ternal Security Subcommittee and exposed as an agent 
of the Red China government. 


Alger Hiss, too, has been a speaker on some college 
campuses. On April 26, 1956, he spoke to a group of 
Naive students at Princeton University on “The Mean- 
ing Of Geneva.” It takes no great stretch of the imagi- 
nation to conclude what meaning Geneva had to 
Alger Hiss — he expounded the Communist conspiracy 
“peace” line and advised the students that foreign aid 
should go through the United Nations. Earl Browder, 
Herbert Aptheker, and a number of other Communist 
Party members have appeared as featured speakers on 
a number of American college campuses, not to men- 
tion the horde of fellow-travellers, sympathizers and 
dupes who are ostentatiously busy poisoning the minds 
of American college students, either as visiting speakers 
or as college professors. 


The September 12 issue of National Review an- 
nounced that Rutgers University had appointed Isador 
Lubin as the first Arthur Vanderbilt Professor of Public 
Affairs. The news item said that “the chair was recently 
endowed by the Ford Foundation in order to attract a 
man of high caliber in the field of public affairs to 
Rutgers.” Of just how high caliber is Lubin? In 
1916, he was head of the Inter-Collegiate Socialist So- 
ciety at the University of Missouri. In 1929, he travel- 
led to the Soviet Union. Upon his return, the Daily 
Worker quoted him in support of the Communist em- 
pire and praised him as one who “exposed the lies of 
the religious fakers who back the imperialist war plans 
against the Workers Republic.” After W.W. II, he 
worked with a charitable organization and upon his 
recommendation the organization hired Harold Glasser 
and Harry Dexter White, both exposed Communist 
conspiracy agents. It seems more and more that the 
Ford Foundation has an affinity for this breed of intel- 
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lectual. We're wondering how many bright young stu- 
dents Isador Lubin, and the intellectual eggheads like 
him, are preparing for the Communist youth organiza- 
tion by directing their thinking along the Socialist- 
Communist lines. 


Added to the known conspirators like those listed 
above, are the ignorant dupes who energetically mini- 
mize the danger of International Communism. One 
classic example of such naive ignorance is Dr. Fritz 
Machlup of John Hopkins University. After the House 
Committee on Un-American Activities exposed some 
of the Communist conspiritors in Baltimore in 1957, 
Dr. Machlup loudly proclaimed that there was no dan- 
ger from Communism in America. Dr. Machlup used 
one of the favorite cover-up phrases of the conspirators 
when he said, “. . . it is cowardly to look for Commun- 
ists under American beds.” 


BY YOUTH AND FOR YOUTH 


The new Youth Organizations publication, New 
Horizons For Y outh, is offered for sale at 10 cents each 
or $1.00 per year. In order to stimulate subscriptions, 
the first issues appear to have been given free on cam- 
puses in the big industrial states. The paper says it “has 
been conceived and is written by youth for youth. We 
are an independent group and rely on our own efforts.” 
The editor is listed as Daniel Rubin, a member of the 
Communist Party U.S.A., national committee and its 
national youth director. Managing editor is listed as 
Joseph Bauer, but his real name is Seymour Robert 
Joseph. He is a 32 year old Communist youth organizer 
for the party in Queens County, New York. 


In an editorial printed Nov. 21, 1960, the Tulsa 
Tribune had this to say about the publication: 


“In the middle of page one is an announcement of a 
‘world youth forum’ to be held in Moscow next Septem- 


ber. 


“‘News’ in the publication supposed to be of interest 
to American youth includes stories on demonstrations of 
youngsters at Democratic and Republican national con- 
ventions ,sit-ins throughout the South, peace marches to 
observe the 16th anniversary of the bombing of Hiro- 
shima on Aug. 6, protests against House Committee on 
Un-American Activities hearings on Communists in edu- 
cation, held in San Francisco last May. 


“The paper gives its biggest play to protests against 
school segregation in an apparent bid for Negro youth 
support. Other protests are against the anti-Communist 
oath in government-backed student loan applications and 
unemployment among youth today. 


“The main theme throughout is to capitalize on dis- 
content and stir up more trouble wherever possible.” 


The “spontaneous” movement of youth toward 
Socialism-Communism is about as spontaneous as the 
Chinese agrarian reform movement or the insatiable 
longing for Communism expressed by the slaves in 
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Kremlin dominated lands. Now, beginning with 1960, 
we will see this new youth movement operating, obvi- 
ously unhampered, to lure the cream of tomorrow’s 
leaders into the enemy’s camp. 


“COUNCIL” (Continued from Page 2) 


“He opposed Senator Joseph R. McCarthy when the 
Senator was at the height of his powers: 


“Bearing false witness is the whole point of McCar- 


thyism,’ he said in 1951, ‘and I yield to no one in opposing 
communism.’” 


N.C.C. MISREPRESENTATION 


Being concerned with our society and advocating 
the complete surrender of our nation to the Communist 
conspiracy are two totally divergent matters. When one 
body, whether it be capital, labor, the left-wing press or 
the church, proposes to speak for the masses of its or- 
ganization, it has a moral (and in this case — spiritual ) 
responsibility to first ascertain what the respective think- 
ing of its constituent body really is. However, The 
National Council of Churches adopts proposals and 
resolutions which are never presented to the congrega- 
tions making up its ranks. In fact, a few years ago Dr. 
Blake and his cohorts abolished a National Laymen’s 
committee when they started questioning the strange 
stands taken by the leadership on matters of vital im- 
portance to our nation. 


Why is it that Dr. Blake condemns McCarthyism 
as being that which bears false witness, and yet, to our 
knowledge, he has never uttered a word against the 
constant barrage of Kremlin conceived lies and inuen- 
does leveled against many of our most conscientious 
and dedicated public servants? As is the case with our 
State Department, you would think that just once in a 
while they would make a decision that is in the best 
interests of our nation. 


The Tulsa World editorial quoted above, suggests 
that these clergymen are confused or soft. This may be 
the case of some of them. But we must again remember 
the words of J. B. Matthews, one of America’s foremost 
authorities on Communism, when he said: 


“The largest single group supporting the Commun- 
ist apparatus in the United States today is composed of 
Protestant clergymen . . . Clergymen outnumber pro- 
fessors two to one in supporting the Communist front 
apparatus of the Kremlin conspiracy.” Matthews has 
the cold documented facts to back up this charge and 
the feeble attempts by N.C.C. operators to discredit the 
facts have been based on sarcastic ridicule. 


If the leaders of this quasi-ecclesiastical organiza- 
tion are not Communists or Communist sympathizers, 
they are most certainly tools of the Kremlin in giving 
aid and comfort to the Communist cause. 
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